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REMARKS 

Claims 1-14 stwd rejected in the Office Action mailed September 9, 2005. Applicant has 
cancelled Claims 16-22, 24-39. 41-48, 50-53, and 55-58 and has added new Claims 59-84- In 
addition* Applicant has amended Claims 1, 12-15, 23, 40, and 54. Upon entry of this 
amendment. Claims 1-15, 23, 40, 49. 54, and 59-84 remain pending- 

Suppon for the amendments to Claims 1,15, 23, 40, and 49 is found in the specification 
as originally filed, for example on page 17, paragraph 52. In addition. Claims 12-14 are 
amended for proper dependency fi^om Claim 1. Suppon for the new claims is found in the 
application as originally filed, for example in the originally filed claims. Applicant respectfully 
requests entry of the amendments. 

Restriction Requirement 

The Examiner has required restriction among six inventions. In response. Applicant 
confirms that he has elected Invention I, dmwn to Claims 1-14, with traverse. Applicant 
respectfully traverses the restriction requirement because the inventions are related and to 
examine them all would not impose a serious burden on the Patent Office. 

The six inventions are related in that they are all based on the use of a blend of 
fluoroplastics and an elastomer component to prepare processable rubber compositions and 
shaped articles made fiom the compositions by thermoplastic processing. Thus, the main claims 
of Inventions I-VI all recite a thermoplastic component containing a combination of fiilly 
fluorinated melt processable thermoplastic and partially fluorinated melt processable 
thennoplastic. The relatedness of the inventions is also seen in the classification indicated by the 
Examiner in the requirement for restriction. For example. Inventions I, III, IV, and VI are all 
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said to be classifiable in Class S2S, Subclass 276. This is a funber indicauon of the relaredness 
of the invention. 

Funber, to examine all of the claims in this ^plication would not provide a serious 
burden. MPEP § 803 states that when search and examination of all of the claims in an 
examinaiion can be made without serious burden, the claims must be examined on the merits, 
even though they include claims to independent or distinct inventions. Applicant respectfully 
submits that examinaiion of all of the claims in the current claims can be roade without serious 
burden. The inventions are related as noted above, and an relating to the patentability of each 
invention is likely to be found to similar places. In this regan), it is significant thai many of the 
inventions noted above are classified together. 

Applicant respectfiilly requests the requirement for restriction among Inventions I-Vl be 
withdrawn, and all of the claims in ihe application be examined together 

Election qf Species 

Election of species is required between the polyol curative agent of Clahn 22 and the 
peroxide curative agent of Claim 33. Applicant provisionally elects the peroxide curative agent 
of Claim 33 with traverse. Claim 23 in the case reads on the elected species. 

Applicant respectfiilly traverses the restriction requirement between the species because 
the species are related and to search and examme both species would not be a serious burden. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests the restriction requirement of species be withdrawn^ 
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Cancellation qf Claims 16-22. 24-39^ 41^> S0-S3. and SS^ 

To manage ihe total number of claims, AppUcaat has caxiceUed the dependent claims of 
laveotions II-VI, while leaving in the independent claims, which are the subject of the traversal 
of the restriction requirement, Applicam reserves the right to offer dependent claims in future 
prosecution, should any of the independent claims of Invention II-VI be rejoined- 
Art Rejections 

Claims 1-2, 10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U,S,C, § 102(b) as being anticipated by the 
Rees reference (U,S. Pat. No. 5,006,594). Claims 3-9, 1 1. and 13-14 are rejected as obvious over 
the Rees reference. Applicam has amended Claim I (and also independent Claims 15, 23, 40, 
and 54) to reciie that the fluorinated and partially fluorinated polymers of the thermoplastic 
component ofdie claims are melt processable. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully traverses the 
rejections as applied to the amended claims and requests reconsideration. 

The Rees reference does not disclose or suggest the mek-processable partially and fully 
fluorinated iheimoplasdc polymers of the amended claims. As stated in the 0£6ce Action, the 
blends of the Rees reference contain 1 to 5% by weight of a non-melt processable 
tetrafluorocthylene copolymer. This was said to be readable on the fiilly fluorinated 
thermoplastic of the claims. Applicant has amended the claims to recite that the fully fluorinated 
thermoplastic is melt-processable. Suppon for the amended claims is found in the specification, 
for example at paragr^ 52. 

Amended Claims 1-2, 10, and 12 recite at least one limitation not disclosed in the 
reference. Applicant fiirther respectfidly submits the reference is insufiicient to render Claims 3- 
9, 1 1, and 13-14 obvious, given that the reference does not disclose die melt-processable fully 
fluorinated thermoplastic of the amended claims. 
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For tbe reasons discussed above, Applicrot respectfully requests the ait rejections of 
Claims 1-14 be withdrawn. 

Claims IS, 23, 40, 49, and 54 

Applicant has amended withdrawn Claims IS, 23, 40, and 54 to address tbe an cited 
against Claims 1-14 (elected Invention I). If the restriction requirement is withdrawn and ibe 
amendments are entered. Applicant respectfully submits that Claims 1 5, 23, 40, 49, and 54 are 
patentable over the Rees reference. Amended Claims 15, 23, 40, and 54 recite a mdt- 
processable fluoioplastic, and distinguish for the reasons discussed above with respect to 
Invention L Claim 49 distinguishes over the reference without amendment because of the 
limitation that the fully fluorinated thermoplastic is present at 10 - 90% by weight of the 
thermoplastic; tbe reference teaches the use of fiiUy fluoiinated copolymer as a filler at levels of 
only 1-5% by weight. 
New Claims 59-84 

To further define the invention. Applicant has added new Claims 59-84- Claims 59 and 
60 depend fiom elected Claim 1, and add a 'UO ^mi'* limitation, such as originally offered in 
Clahoa 15 (non-elected Invention II). 

Claims 61-64 depend from Claim 1 and recite dynamic vulcanization methods for making 
the processable rubber compositions of Claim 1 , The methods are similar to those of non-elected 
Invention III, but incorporate &e limitations of Invention L 

Similarly, Claims 64-72 recite shaped articles made by tbermoplastically processing the 
processable rubber composition of Claim 1 (Invention I)- Tbe articles are similar to those of 
non-elected Invention IV, but incorporate tbe limitations of Invention L 
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Claims 73-77 depend from Claim I and reciie a process of manufacmring a shaped 
plastic article. The methods are sirailar to those of non-elected Invention VI, but incoiporaie the 
limitations of Invention L 

Finally, Claims 78-84 are new and recite processable rubber compositions similar in 
scope to that of Claim I (elected Invention I). 

Claims 59-84 are patentable over the art for the same reasons as Claims 1-14 discussed 
above. That is, they distinguish over the Rees reference at least because they recite the melt- 
proccssablc limitation. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests the new claims be passed to 
a state of allowability. 

CONCLUSAOy 

For the reasons discussed above. Applicant believes that Claims 1-15, 23, 40, 49, 54, and 
59-84 are in a state of allowability and respectfully requests an early Notice of Allowance. The 
Examineir is invited to telephone the undersigned if that would be helpiW in resolving any issues 
or expediting prosecution of ibis application. 



FREUDENBERG-NOK GHNERAt PaRTNERSHI? 

Legal Department 
47690 East Anchor Court 
Plymouth, MI 48170-2455 
Direct Line: (734)354-5445 
Facsimile: (734)451-1445 
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Respectfully submined. 





